
Proposal Title: Local Economic Imr~aets of Public Land Acouisition in the Sacramento River

Conservation Area: A Case Study of Gleun Counw

Applicant Name: The CSU. Chico Research Foundation-Office of Sponsored Prograr~s

Mailing Address: Kendall Hall, Room 114, Chico, California 95929-0870

Telephone: 530-898-5232 530-898-5026

Fax: 530-898-5901 530-898-6804

Email: DEGalloi~csuchic ¢x edit k~oooer-cart~r~,esuchieo.edu .

Amount of funding requested: $ $63,029 for 1.5 years

Indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only one box).

l’-I Fish Passage/Fish Screens [[] Inh’oduced Species
5~1 Habitat Restoration [] Fish Management, q-latchet3,
1-1 Local Watershed Stewardship [] Envirunmental Education
[] Water Quality

Does the proposal address a specified Focused Action?X yes no

What county or counties is the project location in? Glenn

Indicate the geographic area of yottr proposal (cheek only one box):

[] SaeramantoRiver Mainstem F Ea~/SideTrib:
[] Sacramento Trib: [] Suisun Marsh and Bay
[] San Joaquin River Malnsr~m [] North Bay/South Bay:
[] San Joaqnln Trib: [] Landscape (entire Bay-Delta watershed)
[] Delta: [] Other:

IndJ.cate the primary species which the proposal addresses (check all that apply):
[] San Joaqain and East-side Delta lributaries fall-rum chinook salmon
[] Winter-ran Chinook salmon [] Spring-run chinook salmon
[] Late-fall run chinook salmon [] Fail-run chinook salmon
[] Delta smelt [] Lortgf’m smelt
[] Splittail [] Steelhead trout
[] Green sturgeon [] Striped b~s
[] Migratory birds [~ All chinook species
[] Odier:White Sturaeon. Lamvrev. ~ All anadromous salrnohids
S~�, Perch. American Shad. non-native warmwster ~amefish. Signal Crayfish
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Specify the ERP strategic objective and target (s) and the project addresses: Include page
numbers from January 1999 version of ERP Volume I and II:

Tb_e vision for the "Red Bluffto Chico Landina’ and "Chico Landing to Colusa" ecological
management zones is to Increase the quantiW and quality of stream meander corridor and
associated riparian habitat I ERP, Vol lI, pp. 168-170). Affected species are summarized on
oa~es 47 and 48 of the same document and ai] tar~tets are to be achieved, in hart, through the
creation of expanded habitat.

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):
[] State agency [] Federal Agency

[] P ublic/Non-profit joint venture [] Non-profit

[] Locai govermnant)distrlct [] Private parry

[] University [] Other:.

indicate the type of projec’t (check only one box):

~ Planning [] Implementation

[] Monitoring [] Education

By signing below, the applicant deciares the following:

I.) The trathfulness of all representations in their proposal:

2.)    The individual Signing the form is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the
applicant (if the applicant is an entity or organization)~ and

3,)    The person submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest mad
confidentiaiity discussion on the PSP i Section 2.4 t and waives any and all tights to privacy ann
confidentiality of the proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

The CSU, Chico Research Foundation

Jeff Wright
Printed name of applicant
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Project Description
The project includes an analysis of all economic impacts on Glenn County resnlting from ~he
creation of the Sacramento River Conservation Area [SRCA) and "the proposed meander zone.
The potential effects on the County economy thelude reduced County Gross Domestic Product
(GDP), lost employmem, and reduced revenues for Cotmty government. The primary purpose o£
t.he study proposed here is to determine the extenl of those impacts and whether there are
alternative means for creating the SRCA that wou!d mth~mize any adverse impacts.

Estimation of the costs to Glenn County of the SRCA is based on a comparison of the economic
antivity generated by existing land uses and by the land use patterns that evolve through the
meander belt restoration proeesa. The impant on Glenn County of public land aeqinsition in the
SRCA is calculated as the difference between the contribution of existing land uses and those
following public acquisition.

We axe proposing to examine only those bunefit~ that would accrue directly to the local
economy. This is limited to recreational benefits including increased visitors and associated
spending resulting from improved quality of fishery habitat.

Approach. Tasks and Schedule
The study design involves no collection o£pfimary data but rather the use of ex[sling data
souses. Data collection and initial model construction will be completed within the ftrst si~
months. The second six month period will be devoted to model refinement and interpretation.
q~e literature survey/benefit evaluation task will overlap the cost estimation task during the first
year. The final six months will be devoted to report writing, soliei~’mg !0ublie input, and
integrating public comments.

Location and Geographical Boundaries
The proposed impact analysis is for a case study of the effects on the aconomy of Oleun Coanty,
The study area includes the 48.165 aca’es within the County and inside the boundary of the one
hundred year flood plain for the Sacramento River. It is the posen of the fiver betavean fiver
miles 164 and 206 and includes portions of the "Red Bhiff Diversinn Dam to Chieo Landing",
"Chloe Landing m Colusa" and the "Butte Basin" Ecological Management Units. The 1:186,000
map showing the project area outline is included as an altaehmunt.

Ecological/Biological Benefits
The proposed study provides no direct ecological/biological b~nefits, but rather evaluates the
local eeunomic irapacts associated with the creation of the SRCA. The infonnaliun provided by
this analysis will be useful, m conjunction with data on habitat optimization, for determining the
best method for achieving the goals of the SRCA. The local economic impact is one of the
important factors to be considered in d~termining the appropriate config~atinn for an expanded
meander belt.
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Justification for Pro|ect and Funding by CALFED
Local economic impacts are a consideration in determining ~he mean~ for creating the SRCA.
The proposed study will evaluate the alternatives of land acqnisition and conservation easements
in terms of relative costs for the Ioeal economy.

Technical Feasibility / Data CoUecfion
The primary data source for parcel specific information is the Geographic Infonamtion System
(GIS) at CSU, Cinco. The system provides parcel numbers and existing land uses for all lands in
the one hundred year flood plain. Links with the Glenn County Assessors Office database
provide tax rate areas, ~ssessed value and the base year for appraisals. That information is
sufficient for determining impacts on property lax and apeeial district revenues resulting from
public land acquisition. The land use data, in conjunction with price and prodvetion data ~om
the 1997 Census of Agricniture, permits estim~tinn of changes in the value of County
agricultural output.

Monitoring / Da~a Evaluation
Data will be collected fi~m existing sources providing input to the IMPLAN model. Monitoring
is not applicable in this case. Data evaluation will be through the model outputs and associated
sensitivity analyses.

Appficant Quafifications
The Foundation and the ~sociated primary researchers are quail:fled to perform the analysis
described in tiffs proposal. Primary data genergtion and mapping will be completed by the
Geograpincal Informstion System staff. Project management, the literature survey and report
vv’dZing will be the responsibility of Dr. David Gallo, an environmental economist. The tasks
involv’mg construction, implementation and mfmemeut of the I!vI~LAN model will be assumed
by Dr. Ronald Adams, a regional economics specialist.

Local Involvement
Work on this and earlier versions of proposals for local impact studies began in April, 1998 at a
meeting with various Olenn County officials and members of interested environmental groups.
The study design and scope described in this proposal is the result of the interchange between the
advisory committee and the primary researchers.

Upon completion of the preliminary report, public input will be solicited and its substance
incorporated into the final report. It is expected tlaat, following approval by CALFED,
presentations will be made before various interested groups. Appropriate groups include the
SB1086 Woricgroup and Advisory Committee, the Saeramanto River Landowners Association,
the Watershed Conservancy and the Gletm County Board of Supervisors.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTIO~N

Scope
The project includes an analysis of all economic impacts on Glenn County resulting from the
creation of the Sacramento Privet Conservation Area (SRCA) and the proposed meander zone.
The potential effects on the County economy include reduced County GDP, lost employment and
reduced revenues for County govemmenL The primary purpose of the study proposed here is to
determine *.he extem of those impacts and whether there are altemmive means for creating the
SRCA that would minimize any adverse impacts.

It is not our intention to do a compreheaxsive cost-benefit maalysis. Estimation of benefits would
require extensive field work and urmeces~tily delay the study results. In discussing an earlier
version of this proposal with s group that included representatives from Glenn Count3,
goverarneni and interested members of several environmental organizations, it was decided that
separating the cost and benefit estimation tm~ks was appropliate; however, s number of
individuals, pfirnariiy those associated with the environmental organizations, were concerned
that anyone reading the report would get the impression that there were only costs associated
with the creation of the SRCA. It is this concern that led us to widen the scope of the study to
include a literature survey of the potential local benefits of habitat restoration. While the benefit
estimates would be neither site specifle nor quantitative, a discussion of the potential local
impacts would provide an offset to the discussion of costs.

Study Design/Cost Estimation
Estimation of the costs to Glenn Count5, of the SRCA is based on a comparison of the economic
activity generated by existing land uses and by the land use patterns that evolve through the
meander belt restoration process. Existing land uses for the proposed SR_CA will be determined
using data from the Geographic Information System (GIS). The GIS information ~vill be used to
estimate current property tax mad special district revenues. In combination with da!a from the
1997 Census of Agricultnse, the GIS crop data will provide an estimate of the dollar amount of
direct economic activity generated by existing agricultural Mud uses.

The impact on Glenn County of public land acquisition in the SRCA is enlculated us the
difference between the eontr?3ution of exisdng land uses and those following public acquisition.
For euch parcel shifted to public ownership, property tax and special district revenues are lost
arid in lieu revenues are paid by the purchasing agency. If the land i~ converted to 10on
agricultural uses, such as habitat restoration. Coonty economic activity is adversely affected;
however, matil completed, restoration activities make a positive contribution to the County
economy. The dollar amount of direct economic activity generated by each publicly acquired
parcel is determined as the net effect of these various t~etors.

4
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Estirnates of total economic activity generated by alternative land use partems am mad~ using an
input-output model. We am proposing to use IMPLAN for this part of the study. The model
projecfious of employment, County GDP and local govenunanz revenues are compared for
existing land uses and following addition to the SRCA, The model results are then used to
measnre impacts on the Glenn County economy of each of the following:

The various stages of development for the SRCA including habitat restoration activities
The differences between outright acquisition and the use of conservation eascmenrs
Achievm~aent of the meander belt target for the Sacramento River as described on page

185 in Vol. II of CALFED’s Ecosystem Restorution Plan

Study Design/Identification of Local Benefits
Although the literature survey portion oftbe proposed study is separable from the cost estimation
component, we do not consider it appropriate to present costs without some discussion of
benefits: it would be too easy for some readers to interpret the numerical cost estimates as net
costs to the County.

We are proposing to examine only those benefits that would accrue directiy to the local
economy. This is limited to reer~atioual benefits including increased visitors and associated
spending resulting from improved quality of fisbery habitat. There are a number ofstudias
available measuring the impact of changes in resource quality on willingness to pay. TraveI eos~
studies have been used to measure the value of increased fish populations for a number of
species. The results of these studies can be used to project a rmige of benefits for various degrees
of sucsess in achieving the CALFED vision of increased pot~ulations of commercially valuable
species.

Projee~ Schedule
We project that the entire study could be completed within eighteen months provided that
funding is obtained soon enough that work can begin no later than October 1, [999. Assuming
that start date, the final report would be completed no later than March 3 i, 2001. The following
is a schedule of critieal tasks and completion dates. There is sufficiem time allocated to each
task that tbeye is a very high pmbability that it will be completed by the soheduled date.

Scheduled Task Completion Date

Pmj oct Management Throughout project
Data collection and refinement March 31, 2000
haitial model construction Ma~h 31, 2000
Model refinement and interpretation September 30, 2000
Benefit estimates/Literature survey September 30, 2000
Preliminary Report October 31, 2000
Comment period January 31,200i
Final Report March 3 I, 2001
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Intermittent Reports/Key Deliverables
The timetable for completing particular subsections of the study makes cartain dates logical ones
for submi~ing progress reports. This is not to exclude the possibility of regular, periodic reports;
however, the following dates are for the critical submissions.

Report Subject Submission Date

Preliminary cost estimates i~om initial model runs March 31, 2000
Summary results from model refinements and least September 30, 2000

cost approaches to creating the SRCA
Preliminary benefits estimates September 30, 2000
Preliminary Report October 31, 2000
Summary of public comments January 31,2001
Final. Report March 31,2001

Location and Geographical Boundaries
The proposed impact analysis is for a case study of the effects on the economy of Glann County.
The study area includes the 48,165 acres within the County and inside the boundary of the one
hundred year flood plain for the Sanramento River. It is the portion of the river between fiver
miles 164 and 206 and includes portions of the "Red BluffDiversion Dam to Chian Landing",
"Chian Landing to Colusa" and "Butte Basin" Ecological Management Units. The 1:186,000
map showing the project area outline is included as an attachment.
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ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

Project Need
The proposed study provides no direct ecological/biological benefit; rather, it evaluates the local
economic impacts associated with the creation afthe SRCA. To the extent that the knowledge
acquired facilitates the Sacramento River Advisory Council’s effort to create the SRCA, the
project "...will help protee~ or expand the existing meander belt and assoc’mted flood plain,
thereby preserving or enhancing many of the ecological proteges and habitats that suppor~ a
diversity of plant, fish and wildlife species" (CALFED,1999:p.20). Among the tasks included
withia the proposed stud), is an assessmez~t of the alternative metals for adding proper~y to the
SRCA. This subtask involves assessing the differential economic impacts of laud acquisition
and the purchase of conservation easements. The information provided by this analysis will be
nsefu[~ in con3uactiun with dam on habitat optimization, for determining the best method for
achieving the goals of the SRCA. The local economic impact is one of the important factors to
be considered in determining the appropriate configuration for an expanded meander belt.

Linkage to Past and Future Projects
The CSU. Chico Research Foundation received funding during 1999 for the purpose of doing a
study assessing the impact of past State and Federal land acquisitions in the SRCA on Glenn
County property tax revenues. The study, funded by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS), is currently in the preliminary report/public comment phase and wilI be completed
early rids summer. That analysis focused on property tax and special district revenue impacts for
past land acquiffltions by USFWS, California Department offish and Game ¢DFG) and the
California Wildlife Conservation Board (WCB). The scope of the study included neither r~venue
impacts fi’om future land acquisitions nor the effects of lost agricultural output. In addition, the
affected parcels were not separated according to land use, but rather, all were assumed to be used
(or useable) for agriculture with the parcel values vscala~ing at the average rote for California
farmland.

The study doscribed in this proposal will avoid the simplification of assuming homogeneous
quali~ for all affected farmland since the database is crop specific; therefore, it will allow us to
refine the results frem the USFWS study. Of eomse, the scope of the project preposefl here is
much broader in that all aggregate econormc impacts will be assessed for all Glenn County lands
slated for incluslon in the SRCA.

The proposed study will uiso provide a template for analyzing the local eeouomic impa~ts of land
additions to the SRCA for other counties. Should additional studies be needed~ this case study
will provide an outline of data requiremeats and methodology that will greatly simplify the task.

The main system-wide ecosystem benefit is that this research will provide a valuable model for
other counties to duplicate. This research produces no known conflicts and it supports the goals
and objectives of the CALFED Watershed Workgroup. There is a potan~al benefit ro third
parties in that it furthers the currem body of knowiadge, provides the most up-to-dam
information for local government authorities responsible for land use decisions, and provides
valuable kfformation for landowners as well.

7
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TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY

Alternatives Considered
There has been considerable discussion among the individuals involved in structuring this study
concerning the type of model to be used for estimating local economic impacts. Initially, we
favored the Ecxmomie Demographic Forecasting and Simulation ~EDFS) model marketed by
Regional Economic Models, Inc. (1LEM!) of Amherat. Massachusetts. The s~re~oths of the
model inelnde a dynamic forecasting eapability not available with eonvantional inptu-output
models; however, afar doing some analysis with a trial version of KI~MI made available to us by
the company, we found the model to be inadequate for assessing economic impacts in the
agrienltural sector. Specifically, the agricultural sector in the REMI model is incompletely
integrated mid simulated from an adjusted national table. We concluded that the~e flaws made
the model inappropriate for the needs of the proposed study.

IMPLAN waz chosen for its more realistically constructed agricultural sector. TI~ lack era
dynamic forecasting capability can be partially overcome by doing projecfiuns for fixed intervals
such as five or ten years. A series of static projections will allow the model to capture changes in
the most critical economtc variables. The possible exception is the link between wage changes
and population growth; however, this linkage would be a consideration only in the event that
local impacts include significant changes in employment. If that turns out to be the ease, there
are methods available to adjust the IMPLAN resv~ts to account for labor market effects.
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DATA COLLECTION AND METHODOLOGY

Data Collection Techniques
The prmmry data source for parcel specific information is the Geographic Information System
(GIS) at CSU, Chino. The system provides parcel numbers and existing land uses for all lands in
the one hundred year flood plain. Links with the Glenn Courtly Assessors Office database
provide, ~ax rate areas, assessed value, mad the base year fbr appraisals. ~ information is
suffioient for determining impacts on property tax mad special district revenues resulting from
public land acquisition, The land use data, in conjunction with price and production data
the 1997 Census of Agriculture, permita estimation of changes in the value of County
agricultural output.

Where p~reel numbers have changed due ’~o realignm~ur, the Assessor’s maps and m~ter lists
can be used to fill in gaps in the database. This is a problem we encountered during the dam
collection phase of the study funded by the USFWS, particularly for properties bord~rin~ the
Sacramento River. Although it was a labor intensive process, we found that the Gleau Coumy
Assessors Office could provide the necessary information~

Monitoring/Data Evaluation
Data will be collected fzom existing sources providin~ inputs to the IMPLAN model. Projections
of future impacts will be based on the initial database. Mcmitodng is not applicable in this case.
Data evaluation will be through the model output~ and associated sensitivity analyses.

Type of Sample
Local economic impacts are ~o be measured for all parcels in Gle~n Cotmty within the
boundaries of the one hundred year flood pIain fo~ the Sacramento Rivet; therefore, the sample
size is the pop~fl~ion potentially impacted by the creation o~’the SRCA.

9
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Table 2. Monitoring and Data Collection Information

Hypothesis Monitoring Parameters Data Evaluation Comments/
Dam Collection Approach Approach Data Priority

* Are there significant * Use of eodsting data from * Dat~ evaluation will * Not
lo~al economic costs the GIS at CSU, Chloe and be through the impa*t applicable.
associated with public from the Glenn County projections provided by
land ~..quisitions and Assessment Rolls. Data on IMPLAN. The
habitat restoration crop yields and values importanoe of
activities within the obtained f~om the 1997 assumptions and data
SRCA? Census of Agriculture and errors will be assess~

other existing sources, using a series of
Monitoring does not apply, sensitivity analys~s.

* Are there altx’mative * Benefits will be evaltmted * The range of benefit
means for configuring based on the r~sults of estimates applicable to
the SRCA that would existing studies. All data will the specific habitat and
involve a smaller cost be from a literature survey, species augmentation in
burden to lecal the local study area will
economies? be presonmd.

habit~ restoration will

benefits to the local

10
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LOCAL INVOLVEMENT
For ar~ ~arlior version of the study, the Technical Adviso~ Committee (TAC) pm’ticip~tted in the
design and proposal writing phases. During the time that the work was accomplished we had
two meetings with the Committee. Atthe April, 1998 meeting the members present offered
suggestionz as to what elements they would like to see included in the study. A rough draft o£
the proposat was mailed to the members for comment. A second meeting was held in early June,
1998 to discuss the committee members’ responses to the rough draft and to ~omider the
appropriate mrncmre for an expanded economic ~mpact analysis. A revised proposal was
e-mailed to the members on June 22, 1998. The enmments received were incorporated into a
preliminary proposal sent to USFWS in August, 1998. This current proposal incorporates the
hzput of the TAC for all major aspents of the study design.

On Mamh 10. 1999 copies of the enclosed letter, along vdth a prelirainary draft of the study
funded by the USFWS, were delivered to the members of the TAC at n regular meeting of the
SB1086 Committee. Other interested individuals received eopies of the letter. Copies of the
letter and responses are included as an attachment.

A ietter was sent to the Glenn County Board of Supervisors and John Benult, Director of
Resource PLanning and Development for Glenn County, officially notifying them of the
submission of this proposal to CALFED’s February 1999 proposal solicitation package. A copy
of this letter is included as an attachment.

Letters of support identifying lhe local groups, landowners and other interested organizations are
also included as st~achraents. There are t~o know~ third party impaet~. Upon completion of the
preli~ report public inpul will be solicited and its substance incorporated into the final
report. It is expected that, following al~proval by CALFED, presenr~ations will be made before
various interested groups. Appropriate groups include the SB1086 Workgroup and Advisory
Committee, the Sacramento River Landowners Association, the Watershed Conservancy and the
Glenn County Board of Supervisors.

Technical Advisory Committee
John Benoit - Director of Resource Plaraling and Development for Glerm Connty
Denny Bungarz - Member of the Glenn Coan~y Bomxl of St~pervisors, Dish-ict 3, and Chair 0fthe

SB1086 Committee
Burr Bundy - Coordinmor of the SB1086 Committee
P, amon Vega - U.S. Fish mad Wildlife Service
Vince Minto - Glerm Cotmty Assessor
Sana Larson - The Nature Conservancy
John Merz - Saeremento River Preservation Trust
John Carlnn - Sacramento Privet Partners

11
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COST

Table 3 - Budget Breakout
Task Direct Direct Service Material a~d Other Overhead    Total Cost

R~port

*State Indirect (20%) = $10,395

Table 4 - Quarterly Budget

Task Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Total
Budget Budget Budget Budget Jul- Budget Budget Budget
Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Sep Oct-Dec J~m-Mar

1999 2000 2000 2000 2000 2001

Data $15,000 $5,423 $0 $0 $0 $0 $20,423
Collect]
Model

Model $0 $0 $9,022 $9~021 $0 $43 $18,043
Re fmeY

BenefiU $2,186 $2,186 $2,186 $2,186 $0 $0 $8,744

Frojoct $1,048 $1,048 $1,1)48 $1,048 $4,651 $6,976 $15,819
Manage/

12
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The ~ task. Pr~iect Management and Report Wrifiug, [neludas the follew~g respun~thilitie~:
* Prep~afiou of all reports includ[n~ quari~dy reports, the preliminary report and the final report;
* Coordination of activities undo" the servic~ contract with the model consti-uction

activities in Tasks I and 2;
* Provision of a liaison with the Te¢Imical Advisory Commi~ee;
* Compilation of comments from the public input phase following release of the

preliminary report; and,
* Presentalion8 before a~ppropriate groups following release of the final report.

13

I --01 6281
1-016281



COST-SHARING
Property ~ax data for parcels publicly acquired within the SRCA prior ~o 199g were collected in
the process ofundeztuking a study f-curled by the USFWS. That phase of daia collection was
labor imensive due to the fa~t that mm~y parcels were reformed and renumbored in the years prior
to public acquisition. Fortunately, that portion of’the data collection process will not r~eed to be
repeated, thus saving at least one week’s labor time. Additional cost sharing is anticipated in the
form of assistanc~ from Glcrm County offices. The Assessor and staff from his office, the
County Recox’der’s Office, and a number of oth~r County departments provided valuable
assistenee on the �~arlier study without compensation. The Coumy’s commitment to resolving
*.he issues this study addresses makes the ongoing coopexation of County staff a cm’tainty.

14
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APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS
The Fmmdntion and the associated primary researchers are qualified to perform the analysis
described in this proposfl. Prmmry data generation and mapping will be completed by the
Geographical Information System staff. Project maangem~m, the literature survey and report
writing will be the responsibiIity of Dr. David Gallo, an e~viroranental economist. The tasks
invoIving construction, implementation and refinement of the IMPLAN model will be assumed
by Dr. Ronald Adams. a regional econon3acs specialist. The professional qualifications of the
prtmary researchers axe included in the following biosketohes.

David E. Gallo
Education:    Ph.D. in Economics, University of Oregeu~ Eugene OR. 1974

M.A. in Economics, University of Oregon, Eugene OR, 1970
B.A. in Economies, Pennsylvania State University, State College PA, 1966

Experience: 1984 - 1992 Senior Associate Economist, JBS Engineering, hAc.
1979 - laresen! Professor of Economics. California State University, ChAco
1974 - 1979 Associate Professor of Economics. CSUC
1970 - 1974 Assistant Professor of Economics, CSUC

Publications and Research:
"The Impact on Glenn Cotmty’s Property Ta~’~ Revenues of Public Land Acquisitions Ln the

Sacramento River Conservatiort Area". Funded by the USFWS for 1998-1999.
"On benefits of Aeeslerated Project Completion--Torbela Hydropower Third Extension Project,

Units ~ 1-14" with W. Marcus for J-BS Engineering, February 1986.
"Eleetiic Ufilky Pmehase/Generation Tradeoffs: Gas Pricing Implications" with J. Kaiser and R.

Weatherwax for Sierra Energy and Risk Assessment, Inc., September 1~85.
"Financial Analysis oft he Digger-Battle Creek Hydroelecwic Project", Febrtta~r 1984.
"The Financial Feasibility of Coon Creek Hydroelectric Project: A Preliminary Analysis", 1983.
"lamovative Regulatory Incentives for Improving Power Plant Planning and Performance" with

B.D. Brov¢~, L.M. Danielson. and R. Grix for the Office of Policy and Program
Evaluation, California Energy Commissior~ April 1983.

"Preliminary Status Report: French Creek Power Plant", January 1982.
"Measuring the Income Distribution Effects of _Mtemative Energy Policies" for the California

Energy Commission, Contract No. 10081-001, 1982.

Ronald ~;. Adams
Education: Ph.D. 5n Economics, Kansas State University, Manhattan KS, 1975

B.A. i~a Business Administration mad Economies, Fort Lewis College CO. 1967

Experience: 1983 to Present Professor of Economics, California State University, Chico
1983 to 1985 Chairman, Deparmaettt of Economies, CSUC
1975 m 1983 Associate Professor of Economics, CSUC
1971 to 1975 Assistant Professor of Economies, CSUC
1973 to 1976 Director of Research and Data Collection, CSUC
1970 to 1971 Instructor ofEcenomies, Karusas State University

15
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Publications and Research:
"Impact on Glenn Cotmly Property Tm¢ Revenues of Public Land Acquisitions in the Sacramento

River Conservation Area" with D. Gallo. Funded by the IJSFWS, 1998-1999.
"Economic Benefits from Reduced Atmospheric Lead" with Denials Heftier trod Amaeda
Fretwell,      Air Resources Board, State of California, 1982.
"Commanity Development Policies in Centxal Butte County" with Jon Ebeling and L0ary

Brooks, Monograph for Butte County Association of Govemmants. Ftmded by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development, 1976.

"Preliminary Report-Lake Oroville Watershed Study" as one of the senior staffofPDM
Associates for the Butte County Association of Governmems, 1975.

"Economic Base Study for the Plumas National Forest" with Robert Fischer, Center for
Business and Economic Research, U.S. Forest Service, 1975.

"Alternate Land Uses in the Feather Falls Area and Their Effect on Butte County Cost and
Revenue Streams" with R. Fischer, D. Gallo and M. P~relman, Center for Business and
Ecunomie Research, U.S. Forest Service, 1973.

"~aterindustry Projections of the Kansas E~onomy" with M. J. Emerson, Monograph for the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, 1972.

Chades W. Nelson
Education: M.A. in Geography, California State University, Chico, 1978

B.A. in Geography, California State University, Chien, 1972

Experience: 1995 to Present Director, Geographical information Center, CSUC
1998 to Present Adjtmet Research Professor in Geography, CSUC
1978-1995 Project Dire�tot/Cartographic Analyst, CSUC
1976-1995 Professional Cartographer/Graphic Computer Systems

Community Service: Development RevSew Committee -CountyofButte, CA. 1995-Present
Plauning Commissioner - County of Butte, CA. 1991-Present
Mayor/Vice Mayor - City of Chieo, CA. 1986-1990
Planning Commissioner. Planning Commission, City of Chieo. 1977-1984

Recent contracts of the Geographic Information Center using ARCINFO ~" ArcView software:
Sacramento River Slream Corridor Protection Program - Phases 1-4
Butte, Deer, Big Chico, and Battle Creek Conservancy Mapping
Cantata Vegetation Mapping
Mapping of Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Islands
Sacramento River Access: Petersun Addition
San Joaquin Valley Venlal Pool Mapping
Tehama County Vernal Pool Mapping
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Tuesday, March 9, 1999

To: The Sacramento River Advisory Council

From: David Gallo and Ron Adams

~,The Research at University, Ls proposing toFoundation CaliforniaState Chico
~o a study measuring hhe economic impacts of the creation of the Sacramento
~~ver Conservation Area (SRCA). The proposal is for a case study of the
~]Fe, eff, e, cts on Glenn County. The Foundation is applying for funding from

CALFED for the 1999 -2000 year. It is expected that, if the proposal is accepted,
work will begin m the fal’, 1999 and be completed within a year. The
possibility of additional funding from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) is also being investigated. If that funding is obtained for the
summer of 1999. data collection could begin in June 1999 and preliminary
results for the economic cost portion of the study would be available by the
end of January 2000.

A study, more limited in scope, was funded by the USFWS for the 1998-1999
year. The study, nearing cornptetion~ measures the impact of past land
acquisitions in the SRCA on Glenn County’s property tax revenues.

The CALFED proposal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts
that wou!d result from completion of the SRCA meander belt, including land
acquisition and habitat restoration. The proposed study will focus on costs
and wiI! include:

¯ The changes i~ property tax and special district revenues that would result
from further land acquisitions by USFWS and the State Wildlife
Conservation Board in the SRCA. The msthodoiogy used in the USFWS
funded study wi!l be applied to all property targeted for acquisition in the
portion of the proposed meander belt located in Glenn County.

¯ The changes in agricultural output and employment that would result
from land acquisition and habitat restoration within the proposed
meander belt. The estimated impacts wilt include indirect effects on input
suppliers, processors of raw agricultural products, and County revenues.
The analysis will be done using an input-ou~ut model. Data on
a~icultu.ral output would be gathered from the CSLr, Chico Geograpkical
Information System and the USDA Census of Agriculture.
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Assess the local and regional economic benefit~ of the creation of the
SRC~A. In order to quaniSfy the benefits a more comprehe~ive
~clud~g ex~enslve fieldwork, would be necessa~. However studies have
been done for other areas measur~g recreational benefit~.. ~he value
~an~ed wildlife populafions~ ~eased local spend~g by ~glers and
o~er visitor, and ~e wa~er q~li~ benefits of crea~g a buffer zone to
absorb ~e r~off ~om agri~tura! operaHons. While ~e results of these
studies cabot De ~ed d~tly to measure the benefiS of ¢rea~g the
SRCA, ~ey are ~dicative of the t~es ~d si~ificance of benefits ~at can
be ~ed.

~ part of ~e ~roposal pr~ara~on proems CALFED reqmres notification of
~terested orga~zations including local government en~ties~ envzronmental
groups, ~d lando~er organizations. CAL~D also reques~ ~at we solicit
~formatlon from ~e various groups notified. ~dica~g ~eir suppo~ for.
opposi~on to the project. Le~ers indica~ng your ~oup’s pos~on on the need
for ~e s~dy des¢~Ded in t~ le~er must be received by April t0~ 1999. ~e
due date for proposa! submissions is April l& 1999. Let~e~ can be sent to:

Enviro~en~l Resource Program

Resear~ Foundation

CSU, Chico, Kendall ~.

~co, CA 95929-0870

M~y of ~ose receiv~g ~ le~er were previously aware of ~e Foundation’s
~tent to submit a proposal for a s~dy of s~ilar desJ~. ~e Tec~c~
Adviso~ Commi~ee, foxed h ~e sp~ of !998, reviewed a proposal for a
s~flar compr~ensive econo~c ~pa~ ~alysis us~g GI~ Co~ as a
c~e study. ~e Co~itt~ wa~ ~uFpo~ve of the n~ for su& an
d~g ~e Apfi! ~d J~e meetly. It ~ our hope that ~o~e’receiv~g
le~er ~11 expr~s ~eir support ~ wring to CALFED.
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March 9, 1999

To: Technical Advisory Committee
From: David Galla and Ronald Adams
RE: Rough draft ef the Glenn County property tax study

We are enclosing a rough draft of the study, funded by the US. Fish end
Wildlf’e Service, on the property tax revenue impacts of State and Federal land
acquisitions in the Sacramento River Conservation Area. While the presentation
is rather sketchy at this point and the conclusions ere tentative, we felt that it
was a good time to submit what we have done to the Committee for comment.
Any comments about omissions, language, clarity (or lack thereof) of the
presentation on the model’s structure, appropriateness of assumptions used in
the model, or other aspects of the preliminary draft would be appreciated.
Where possible your comments will be incorporated into the final draft.

We would like to schedule a meeting with the Committee to discuss the draf~ and
proposed changes. A location in Willows would probably be convenient for the
Inajority of Committee members. In order to complete the study as soon as
possible we would prefer a meeting date during the week of March 22-26. That
would give us enough time to refine the model results. Hopefully, it would also
give the Committee members sufficient time to submit comments on the draft
document.

Comments may be submitted by mail to:

David Gallo
Depa~-nent of Economics
CSUC
Chica, CA £592g-0430

Or, smelled to:

DEGallo@meequite.csuchi¢o.edu

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

¯ John Beneit- Director of Resource Plenning and Development for Glenn
County

¯ Denny Bungarz- Member of the Glenn County Board of 8upervisors, District
4

¯ Butt Bundy- Chair of the SB1086 Committee
¯ Ramon Vega- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Se~ice
¯ Vincent Minto- Glenn County Assessor
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¯ The Nature Conservancy
¯ John Merz- Sacramento River Preservation Trust
¯ John Cation~ Sacramento River Partners
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Introduction
The purpose of this study is examine the impacts on IocaI proper~y tax revenues
of Federal and State land acquisitions along the Sacramenta River, Land is
being purchased from private owners for various purposes including habitat
preservation and restoration. Local government officials have expressed
concerns that converting privately held lands to government ownership will
erode the tax base.

Scope of the Study
Less of property tax revenues is but one of the economic issues concerning local
officials. As land is removed from agricultural production for habitat restoration
or other purposes not resulting in marketable output, the consequences may
include reduced local GDP, employment, and other sources of local government
revenue. Although these additional economic impacts are of concern to local
decision makers, they are beyond the scope of this study. The study is limited to
the examination of the impacts of government land acquieition on property tax
and special district revenues.

While this study does not examine all potential costs to local economies, it
includes none of the potential benefits associated with the programs driving the
government land acquisition process.
Possible benefits include reduced flood damage to ]ands remaining in pdvate
ownership, increased ground water recharge, reduced runoff of agricultural
chemicals into the Sacramento River, and enhanced wildlife habitat. Some of
these may provide direct benefits to the local economy. For example, if habitat
improvements lead to an increase in fish populations end thus an influx of
anglers, the additional local spending could boost local economic activity and
sources of local government revenue, pa~iculerly sales taxes.

It is not within the scope of this study to estimate the magnitude of benefits. In
fact the results in no way presume that measurable benefits exist. /~ny costs to
the local economy beyond direct impacts on property tax revenues are a[sa
outside the purview of this study. Therefore it is important that the reader not
assume that the stud), results are indicative of the costs and benefits of habitat
restoration, environmental preservation, or any other program goal.

The study is limited to land acquisitions within Glenn County, California. The
decision to focus on a single county was based on funding limitations, while the
partic~Jler choice of Glenn County was due to a combination of local interest and
e willingness of local officials to assist in data collection and other aspects of the
study. However, the results should be applicable to other counties along the
Sacramento River.
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Methodology

Property valuation
The target area for the study is land adjacent to the Sacramento River in Glenm
County. Land acquisitions included in the study are those properties subject to
potential flooding from the River. Therefore parcels include only those from
assessor map books 13, 15, 16, 19, 23, 32, and 37. The sample of properties
acquired by the State and Federal governments is further limited to those
purchased between 1980 and 1998. This additional restriction eliminates very
few properties from consideration (less then 10% of the acquired properties) and
was necessary due to the difficulty ot determining pre-sa~e values.
The values for acquired properties were determined pdor to sale to the
respective Federal mr State agency. In cases where the Nature Conservancy
purchased property from a private owner and then said it to a gevernment entity
within a year, the assessed value prior to the initial sale was used. Each" parce~
value and the base year for appraisal were found in the Assessors Master Lists.
In the case where e parcal was split prior to sale, but the entire parcel was sold
to the State er Federal gevemment, the value of land and improvements was
allocated to the eortione of the odginal parcel based on relative acreage. Where
a portion of the original parca~ remained in private ownership, the appraise
velum of the privately held parcel was subtracted from the value of the entire
parcel to determine the value ef the par~ purchased by the government agency.

The prices paid by the State and Federal governments were determined from
two separate sources. For Stats property acquisitions the purchase pnca is
equal to the currant valuation on the invoice for in lieu taxes paid to the County.
For properties purchased by the Federal gevemment the prices paid were found
on the sale documents from the County Recorders Off’ca In the one case
where the Nature Conservancy purchased s property and did not resell it tca
State or Federal entity, the purchase price was obtained from the Assessor’s
Master Lists. the source of appraised values for all crivately held parcels.

Property Tax Payments
The purpose of the study is to compare Federal and State in lieu payments to
the proper~y taxes that would have been paid had l~le acquired lands remained
in private ownership. In the case of the State, in lieu payments mrs calculated es
the product of the odginal pdce paid for the preperty end the applicable tax tats
for the particular tax rate area. The in lieu taxes paid by the State on any parcel
remain constant over time. This is because the State dees not re-appraise
properties and does not change the tax rate even if the rate changes for the
appropriate tax rate area.

The Federal government computes in lieu taxes owed to counties at three-
quarters of a percent of the appraised value. The initial appraised value ~s equal
to the purchase price, but unlike the State, the Federal government re.appraises
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its holdings every five years. Therefore, in any year the Federal in lieu owed the
County is th~e-~uarters of a percent of the c~rrent appraieed value. Hewever,
the actual amount the County receives depends on the Federal buagezary
process and has been as little as sixty-five percent of the amount owed

For e privately held parcel property taxes paid ere the product ef the assessed
value and the tax rate for the particular tax rate area. The assessed value is
generally equal to the pumhase price adjusted for changes SUCh as
improvemer~ and inflation. The annual inflation adjustment is equal to
increase in the California CPI up to two percent. The inflation adjustment is from
the base year appraisal (1975 is the base year for all properties purchased prior
to that year); that is, the value in the year the current owner purchased the
property.

The Model
A spreadsheet model is used to compute the property taxes paid under Federal,
State, and private ownership. For properties acquired b~, the State or FederaI
government, property taxes are computed assuming the land had remained
private ownership. The assessed value used to calculate hypothetical proper~y
taxes paid is the base year value adjusted by two percent per year for inflation.
Reappraisal is assumed to occur at resale and model runs are made far resale
frequencies ranging from ten to twenty years. The real rate of increase in land
values is equal to the average annual increase in California farmland values for
the 1980-1998 period less the average annual inflation rate. The rate of
increase in land prices and thus appraised value, for preperties transferred
between private parties, is equal te the sum of the real rate of increase in
farmland prices and the assumed future rate of inflation.

For properties acquired by the Federal government, the projected in lieu taxes
will be computed based on the purchase price, the tax rate, the percentage of in
lieu actually paid, and the values determined by periodic re-appraisaL In lieu
taxes paid for the five year period following purchase equal the price paid times
three--quaders era percent times the percent of in lieu actually paid. Since the
latter .has generally varied between seventy and eighty percent, separate
projections will be done for each value. Five years fallowing the initial public
purchase, the appraised value of the land is increased to reflect its then cun’ent
market value. The adjustment in market value is accomplished using the
adjustment factor described above for privately held lands. The re-appraisal
process continues in the same manner at five year intervals and Federal in lieu
payments to Glenn County are computed according to the formula described at
the beginning of this paragraph.

In lieu taxes paid by the State are constant over time and are the preduct of the
tax rate and the initial purchase price of the property. Therefore, for State land
acquisitions no adjustments for re-appraisal or changes in tax rate areas are
necessary and first year and nth year payments are identical.
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DRAFY

Some of the public lend acquisitions include property with improvements. The
improvements, which under private ownership are taxed at the same rate as are
land values, may include strucdures, orchard trees, etc.. Since agricultural
production is not the intended purpose of public land acquisitions, it is
reasonable to assume that these improvements will be allowed to depreciate
over time. The decrease in the value of improvements has no effect on State in
lieu paid as the value is frozen at the initial purchase price. But in the case of
Federal holdings, the amount of the periodic re-appraisal will be affected by the
deprecJation. For purposes of this study we will separately consider straight-line
depreciation over a ten year end a twenty year period for all improvements on
Federally held property. The amount of depreciation is deducted from the
escalation In the value of unimcroved land to determine the increase in the base
for in lieu paymems at the point of re-appraisaL In the case of land remaining in
private ownership (no transfer to Federal ownership), it is assumed that the
improvemems ere maintained and rise in value at the rate of increase in the
California CPL

Allocation of Property Tax Revenues
While the total amount of property tax or ir lieu revenues are important to the
County, whether they are paid into the County General Fund or the State School
Fund is also an important consideration In the case of privately held lands the
tax rate in excess of one percent of assessed value is pa~d to special districts.
Of the remaining one nercent of assessed value, eighty percent goes to the
school fund and twenty percent goes to the general fund. For State in lieu paid
to the County, one hundred percent goes to the general fund. Federal in lieu, by
contrast, is allocated in the same manner as property taxes paid on privateIy
held parcels.

As a result of the differences in allocating in lieu payments to the vadous County
funds, the model examines the impact on each of the funds separately.
Federal, State, and private ownership are examined in terms of the impact on
general fund, schools, and special district revenues.

Model Output
The projections of County propet-~y tax or in lieu revenues are p~’esented in
several forms. Revenues from Federal in lieu payments ere compared with
property tax revenues from hypothetical Continued private ownership of the
FederaJJy held properties. Revenues from State in lieu payments similarly are
compared to the property tax revenues that would accrue to the County under
continued private ownership. The comparisons are made separately for the
general fund. schools, and special districts Comparative payments to the three
funds are presented for ten, twenty, and thirty years into the future. The present
value of the future revenues is also calculated for each ownership category to
provide a cons=stent basis for long term comparisons.
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Where the value of critimal variables cannot be reliably determined from
available data. a sensitivity analysis is performed by making separate r~ns for
two or more values, covering the range of probable values= and then comparing
the results. Fr_=quency of sale for privately held properties, the rate of
oepreciatJen for improvements on Fedora]IF held lands, the general rate ef
inflation, the ratio of Federal in lieu payments made to the amount due and the
discount rate are the key variables for which sensitivity analyses are performed.

Public Participation

Technical Advisory Committee
John Benoit- Director of Resource Planning and Development f~r Glenn
County

¯ Denny Bungarz- Member of the Glene County Board o’~ Supervisors, District
4

¯ Burr Bundy- Chair of the SB1086 Committee
¯ Ramon Vega- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Vincent Minto- Glenn County Assessor
The Nature Conservancy

¯ Jol~n Mar-z- Sacramento River Preservation Trust
¯ John Cadon- Sacramento River Partners

The Technical Advisor~ Committee participated in the design and propesa~
writing phases of the stuoy, During the time that work was accomplished we had
~vo meetings with the Committee. At the Aoril, 1998 meeting the members
present offered suggestions as to whet elements they would like to see included
in the stu~ly. A rough draft of the proposal was mailed to the members for
comment, A second meeting was held in June 1998 to discu~ the members’
response to the rough draft and to consider the appropriate structure of an
expanded economic impact analysis. A revised proposal was e-mailed to the
Committee members on June 22., 1998. The comments received were
incorporated into the final proposal,
During the data collection phase. Vinc~ Minto. the Glenn County Assessor and
his staff’ provided assistance in determining the vatues of various privately he~d
paree=s, the methods for computing State and Federal in lieu payments to the
County, and invaluable assistance in other key areas. In January and February
of 1999 we made eight separate trips to the County offices in Wiilcws for data
collection and consultation with County staff members.

A rough draft of the study was completed in March, 1999 and sent to each of the
members of the Advisory Committee for comment. That was followed by’ a
meeting to discuss changes end additions suggested by Committee members.
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Study Results

The preliminary results of the spreadsheet model are contained on the following
pages. The runs were for a narrow range of assumptions and do not include all
of the possibilities that will be included in the fina~ version. The ot~ly variable for
which the sensitivity of the results is tested is the real rate of increase in farm
land values. For that variable values of zero, one, and 1.57 percent annual reel
increases are used, corresponding to actual increases of three, four, end 4.57
percent per year respectively.

The remaining assumptions are listed on the c~ver sheet for each run of the
spreadsheet model. At the bottom of each page titled =assumptions" are the
results of the run. For example, for the model run using 1.57 percent annual real
increase in farmlancl values (based on the 1954-1995 rate of increase for the
U.S.), the present value of payments to the general fund for properties held by
the DFG are $704,314. If those same properties had ramained in private
ownership, the present value of the property tax revenues to the Count3’ General
Fund would have been $295,566. For Federal ownership under the USFW’S,
the present value of proper~y tax revenues is lower than it would have been
under continued private ownership. The present value ef Federal in lieu paid
(assuming payment of 80% ef the amount due) to the County is $4~5,056,
whereas continued private ownership of those same properties would have
generated property tax revenues with a present value of $636,623.

For the model runs using lower assumed real escalalion in farmland values, the
advantage of State in lieu payments over private property tax payments to the
general fund is larger. This is because the basis for determining State in lieu is
the original purchase price, while private property tax payments rise with the
increase in land values. However, the proportionate loss due to Federal
ownership is roughly the same in all cases and does not appear to be sensitive
to the a~sumpticn regarding the real farmland eecalatien rate.

I --0 1 6 2 9 5
1-016295



I --01 6296
1-016296





6298
1-016298





I --0 1 6 3 0 0
I-0~6300



I --01 6301
1-016301



I --0 1 6 3 0 2
I-0~6302



£0£9 ~0-- I



DRAFT



I --0 ~ 6 3 0 5
I-0~6305



CSU. Chaco ~s~arch Founda~c~on

April 14, 1999

Glenn County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 391
Willows. CA 95988

Krisfin Cooper-Carter
Environmental Resource Program
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Dear Supervisors Bungarz, Freeman. Hanson. Hm-ri~ and Mudc,

A proposal titled, "Local Ecenormc Impacts of Public Land Acqmsmons in the
Sacramento River Conservalon Area: A Case Study of Gtenn County" will be
submitted on April 16 I999 for consideration by the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program’s Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan in response to the
1999 Proposal Solicitation Package

This proposal is for a eornprebensive study of the economic impacts on Glenn
County that would result from completion of the Sacramento River Conservanon
Area (SCRA) meander belt The proposed study will focus on costs and will
include the changes in property tax, special district revenues agricultural output
and employment that would result from farther laJ~d acquisitions and habitat
restoratmn. The study will also assess the local and regional economic benefits of
the creation of the SRCA including recreational benefits, the value of enhanced
wildlife populations, increase local spending by anglers and other visitors, and. the
water :luality benefits of creanng a buffer zone to absorb the runoff from
agricultural operations.

An Executive Summary of this proposal will be forthoormng by the end of the
month.

If you have a~y questions about thts proposal, please feel free to call my office a~
(530) 898-5026.
Sincerely,

Krlstin Cooper-Carter. Coordinator
Environmental Resource Center

KCC/lk
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April 14~ 1999

Glenn County Planning Department
J’obn Benoit, Director
I25 South Murdock Avenue
Willows, CA 95988

Kristin Cooper-Career, Director
Environmental Resource Proof-am
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico
Chino, CA 95929-0870

Dear Mr. Benoit,

A proposal titled, "Lanai Economic Impacts of Public Land Acqu~sittons in the
Sacramento River Conservation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County" will be
submitted on April 16, 1999 for conside~’~tion by the CALFED 13 ay-Delta
Program’s Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan ra response te the
1999 Proposal Solicitation Package.

This pruposal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts on Glenn
County that would resuR from completion of the Sacramentu River Conservation
Area (SCRA) meander belt. The proposed study will focus on costs and will
include the changes in property tax, special district revenues, agricultural output
and employment that would result from further J.and acquisitions and habitat
restoration. The study wilI also assess the local and regional economic benefits of
the creation of the SRCA including recreational benefits, the value of enhanced
wiIdlife populations, increase local spending by anglers and artier visitors, and the
water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to absorb the runoff from
agricultural operations.

An Executive Summary of this proposal will be forthcoming by the end o~ the
month.

If you have any questions about this proposal, please feel free to aalI my office at
(530) 898-5026.
Sincerely,

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Coordinator
Environmental Resource Center

KCC~lk
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COUNTY OF GLENN
ASSESSOR’S OFFIC~

April 7, 1999

Ms Ktist’m M. Cooper-Carter
Envirormaenm] Resource Program
Rcs~ureh Fonndat,~on
CSU. Cl’(ico. Kendall Room l I I
Chico. CA 95929-0870

Dear IcLdstin;

Please add my support to the request for the Research Foundation at Califoy~ia

State University, Chico to do a study measuring the economic impacts ofhabkat

restoration along th~ Saomm~n~:o Riwr in Ol~n.~ County.

Tkis iafomaation once compiled ~xdll be essential in me solution to the long on-

goiRg debate over third P~:U imlmets. It will provide some facts in ~n ~rea long

dominated by theory and assumptions. Such a study wfl] have statewide importance m a

variety of areas.

The Glenn Cotmty Assessors Of-~]ce stands ready m assist in any way to help

promote ami th~ complete this economic s~udy.

Sincerely,

Glenn Connty
AssessoriClerk-Ree~rfler

VTM/tm
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GLENN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

April l, 1999

Ms, Kristin M. Cooper-Cmxer
Environmental Resource Program
Research Foundation
Cbico State University, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Chlco, CA 95929-0870

Dear Kristin:

The Glenn County Board of Supervisors supporls the request of the Research Foundation m
Calfforr~ia State UnJ.ver~ity, Chico, to do a study mea~uriv.g the economic impacts of the creation of
the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SRCA),

For many years, Crlenn County ha~ been concerned about the effects of the impacts of past and
future land acquisitions and habitat restoration on CounW services and the impacts in agricultural
output and employment.

The study, as proposed, would allow Glenn County and other effeemd eountias to measure the
impact on them projects and determine if and how mitigation might be instituted.

As in the past studies, Glenn Coumy stands ready to assist in this project.

Very Tndy Yours,

GLENN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

ce: Bun Btmdy, Coor~fmator
Sacramento River Conservation Area
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Board of Supervisors

COUNTY OF TEHAMA
Dist~qct 1 - Barbara Mclv*r ~" "
District 2 - Cmorge Russell Richard Robimon

Mareh30, 1999

Ms. Kristin M Cooper-Carter
Environmental Resource Program
Research Foundation
CSU, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Re Supporting Chieo State University Kesearch Foundation CALFED Application

DearMs. Cooper-Caster:

The Tehama County Board of Supervisors supports the request of the Research
Foundation at California State University, Chico to do a study measuring the eCOtlomle
impacts of the creation of the Saeramemo River Conservation Area (SRCA).

Counties along the Sacramento River have supported the work to preserve and increase
riparian habitm but have been concerned about the effects of the impacts of past and
future [and acquisitions and habitat restoration on county services and the impacts in
agricultural output and employment.

The study as proposed would allow alTee~ed counties to measure "~he impa~x on these
projects and determine if and how mitigation might be instituted.

Very truly yours,

Ross M_ Turner
Chairman

C: Denny Bungarz, Chair
SB 1086 Advisory Council

Meeting~ 20.00 A.AL Taedday of Each Week
EO. Box 250 ¯ 633 Washington St., Red Bluff, CA 96080 ¯ [530) 527-4655 ¯ F~ (530) 529-0980
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BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs

$20,423 $20,423

~s N/A $0 $63,029 $0 $63,029



Authorized for Local Reproduction



CSUo Chico Research Foundation
CaI~fornia State University Chice

Chic’a, Calbrornia 95929-0870
530) 898-4044; FAX: (530) 898-6804

Indirect costs are those costs that cannot by their nature be specified on a
project by project basis in the same way that line item direct costs can.
Generally, indirect costs are those that support project activities, as compared to
those that are directly related to specific project tasks. Universities establish an
indirect cost rate with the Federal Government by following the appropriate
provisions of OMB Circular A-21. This circular was officially modified and
reissued on May 8, 1996, which, among otEer things, changed the term "indirecx
costs" to "Facilities and Administrative (F&A) Costs." The circular spells out
two methods for determining such costs. We use the "Simplified Method" for
institutions with less than $10 million in awards ara,ually from the FederaJ
Goverranenr. Currently, we have two rates approved by our Health and
Human Services Regional Office (Region IX) contacts: 42% of salaries and
wages for on-campus projects and 18.5% of salaries and wages for off-campus
projects. May Wong (415-556-1704) is our contact and cazx provide you with
verification of our rate which her office approves after reviewing our financial
statements.

Typically indirect costs are intended to generally cover costS such as facilities
(including the space itself as well as utilities and janitoriaJ servicesl, general
admir6stration, insurance~ "infrastructure" Ifor instance, avaiIability of such
resources as library holdings and other resources--e.g., access to electronic
databases, communication links, computir~g backbone, a~d the like), grant and
contrac~ management services, cost of advancing funds for projects which pay
in arrears and similar costs.
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Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace

Requirements and Lobbying

PART A: Certification Regarding Debarment. auspensiot~, ~nd Other Responsibilit~ M~er~ -

I --01 631 5
1-016315



(b), (c), (d), (e) and
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PART E: Gertification Regardin9 Lobbying
Certification for Contract. Gr~nts. Loans, and Cooperative Agreernen~

SIGN,~TURE OF AUTHORIZED C~RTiFYING OFFICIAL~

Jeff Wri~t, Director, Office of Sp           ~ro~rams
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OMB Approval NO. 034B-~040
ASSURANCt=S - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

educing this burden, to ~,e Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503,

=L!~ASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
BEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

is the case, you will be notified.

I Has the legal authority to appJy for Federal as.sJstance Act 3f 1973 as amended (29 U,S.C. §794), which

(including fund~ sufficient 1o bay the non-Federal share the Age Discrir~ination Act of 1975, as amended (4-2

and drug abuse patient records; (h) Tifle VIII Of ~e
3. Will establish safeguards t~ prohibit employees from CWil Rights Act el 1968 (42 U.S.C. §§3601 el seq.), as

presents the appearance of personal 5r organizationa~ rented or financing of housing; (i) amy other

1970 {42 U.S.C. §§4728-4763)relating to prescribed requirements of Tf|les I~ and ill of the Uniform

one of ’~e 19 statutes or regulations specified in Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for
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Work HoUrs and Safety Standards Act (’40 U.S.C. §§327- wildand scenic dyers syslern

I --01 631 9
1-016319


